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BACKGROUND

The Department of Public Instruction (DPI) first released Accountability
Report Cards for districts and schools in Fall 2012, based on the 2011-12
school year, and has done so every year since (with exception of the 2014-

€8 siicic weicciion

. & 0EA e
15 school year, as required). e .
¥ q ) Report Cards Home
Accountability
Report cards are produced for all public schools and districts in Wisconsin sty

and for any private school accessing public school funding through the
Choice Programs.

What are the School and District Report Cards?
o i b

partr Public Instruct p

As part of the st y system, the

Blus Risbon Schools

Contacting OEA

PURPOSE
Accountability Report Cards evaluate how well Wisconsin schools and

districts are doing. This information helps parents, educators and the
public hold schools accountable for successfully educating and preparing
all students. The overall goal of Wisconsin’s accountability system is to et
help identify areas of strength to build upon and deepen, as well as to o
pinpoint areas needing improvement so that all students graduate from
high school ready for their next step. The report cards also fulfill a variety

of state and federal reporting requirements. I e Liatinden | kbl Lt | S

@. PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

Tiog. Seore £

“Erceets Dpectatons a2

More Options

To learn more about the state accountability system, including the

differences between state and federal accountability in Wisconsin, please & OEA

visit: https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability. s About Wisconsin Accountability
Accountability sueu.rmulkc‘wnhbm(y Update .

AUDIENCES e

The report cards are the face of our state accountability system that -
honors the complex work of schools and focuses on ensuring all Wisconsin « Bbbon 50
students graduate ready for college and career. The report cards were
designed with a two-fold purpose: 1) publicly reporting how our schools
and districts are performing and 2) providing data to schools on specific
areas of strength and areas in need of improvement. As such, the system e Options
is designed to be both informative and useful to multiple audiences. .

The report cards are designed to provide the public with vital information
about their local school, and to give districts and schools constructive
information to use in data-informed improvement processes.



https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability/report-cards
https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability/report-cards
https://dpi.wi.gov/sms/choice-programs
https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability
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OVERVIEW — REPORT CARD SYSTEM

The report cards summarize student performance and student engagement for each school and
district, and assign an Accountability Rating and Score. A variety of measures across four Priority
Areas—Student Achievement, Growth, Closing Gaps, and On-Track to Graduation & Postsecondary
Readiness—are considered, ensuring that schools are accountable for graduating students ready for
postsecondary success. The report cards, aiming to reflect a balanced view of performance,

. tei d t th t t d t t f b f ti int Prigrity Areas Score_Score  StateMax
incorporate indicators that measure student outcomes from a number of perspectives into an e SHYC/IGTCAE 00
ili i ili i 1 1 English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 405/50 34.2/50
accountability index. The aFcountablllty index refers to the entire set of calculations used to i e e
produce the scores and ratings. school Growth £4.0/100 66.0/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 34.0/50 33.0/50
. . . . . . Mathematics Growth 50.0/50 33.0/50

The accountability index consists of two major parts. The first major part, and the core of the report TR TA -
. .. . . Exceeds Expectations Closing Gaps 67.0/100 66.2/100
card system, is the set of four Priority Areas—Student Achievement, Growth, Closing Gaps, and On- English Language Arts (ELA] Achievement Gaps 300/50  34.5/50
. . . Mathematics Achievement Gaps 37.0/50 31.7/50
Track and Postsecondary Readiness—each of which is scored on a 0 to 100 scale. These scores are Graduation Rats Gaps NA/NA NA/NA

. . . . . . . Overall Accountability Ratings Score
combined using a weighting scheme that produces a weighted average Priority Area Score. EE— S5%0G | || On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness  92.5/100  89.0/100
. " ok Graduation Rate MA/NA NA/NA
o e Attendance Rate 76.5/80 75.4/80
The second part of the accountability index is a pair of Student Engagement Indicators — measuring apmd.s- e s || | 3rd Grade Engiisn Language At (ELA) Achievement 16:{"20 laﬂw
. . . . . 8th Grade Mathematics Achievement MA/NA NAMNA
chronic absenteeism and dropout rate — each with a numeric statewide goal for expected Meets 13.}125
. . . . Expectations *
performance. Failure to meet a student engagement goal results in a deduction from the weighted Meets Few s3-62.9 || [Priority Area Weights R T
average priority area score. If a school or district meets all of the Student Engagement Indicators, its Eret b falalitated Student Achievement ST
. — . .ps. . Fails to Meet 0-52.9 School Growth 12.7%
weighted average priority areas score becomes its overall accountability score. If a school fails to Expectations P Closing Gaps 25%
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 25%

meet any student engagement goals, then its overall score is the weighted average priority areas

BRELIMINARY - SECURE REPORT - NOT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE Auguzt3rd 201
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Example Elementary
Pine Village | Public - All Students
school Report Card | 2017-18 | Summary

Qverall Score

School Max K5 K5

. . . . . . . Grades PE-S Note: For details about how weights are determined, see weighting calculator:
score minus the applicable deductions. The resulting final overall score and rating with School Type Blementary Schoo! | | bitgs /loss-di shinyapes ojovers)lweighing coloyistor
Enroliment 385
corresponding color and stars are prominently featured on the front page of the report card. Percant Open Enrallment 38% || [Student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0
e Absentaeism Rate (goal <13%) Goal met: no deduction
American Indian or Alaskan Native 0.5% Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction
Asian . 8.6%
OVERVI EW - REPORT CARD DATA g‘i:::i'cﬂﬁgmmﬁn ix 2017-18 Test Participation Rates
. . . . MNative Hawailan or Other Pacific Islander  0.0% Includes Forward Exam [graces 3-B). ACT |grade 11}, and Dynamic Learning Maps (graces 3- and 11)
The report cards contain data on each of the Priority Areas and Student Engagement Indicators, o = Group ELA1- | ELA3- | Math 1-|Math3-
H H H ) Year Year Year Year
shown here on the front page, as well as multiple pages of supplemental information. These data I o e S s s i
include assessment results, but also attendance, chronic absenteeism, graduation, and dropout e T Towest: Students wih Diabites %7 | w7 | %5 | %7

rates. The supplemental information includes score breakdowns by subgroup and across years.
These additional data are presented in the report cards as supplementary performance information

. . . area scores in the detailed report card for a better understanding of school performance. Details: http://dpi.wi.gov/ ards
to highlight trends and can be used to deepen analysis of subgroup, grade level, school, and system

performance. Supplemental data are not scored; they are presented for information and to help Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction | dpi.wi.gov Page
prOVide meaningful context to reader& Report cards for different types of schools or districts should not be directly compared. 1

Each report card tells a story — and readers can think of it as a book. Key to understanding the
report card itself and the progress of any school is looking at the data beyond the front page, which
is only a summary. Making use of all the supplemental data contained in the detailed report card
leads to better interpretation and allows for more appropriate action-planning. Used in combination
with other school and district data, the report cards provide a foundation for continuous
improvement planning.

School Information

“Note: Outlier score fluctuation is noted by * when any school or district report card has a 10-point or greater change (up or down) in both Overall Score
and Growth Score. This amount of change may or may not be reflective of actual schooldistrict performance. DPI encourages review of other priority
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ACCOUNTABILITY SCORES

The front page of the Accountability Report Cards is a summary. The figure to the
right shows the layout of the school report card with an example school.

PRELIMINARY - SECURE REPORT - NOT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
Example Elementary
Pine Village | Public - All Students
School Report Card | 2017-18 | Summary

Suguzt 3rd 2018

PUBLIC

[NSTRUCTION

.
7

K5 K5
State Max
68.3/100
34.2/50

Overall Score

—~%

On the top left, first note the overall accountability score on a 0 to 100 scale and
its associated Accountability Rating along with corresponding color and stars (out
of five). This score is based on priority area scores and any applicable deductions
from the Student Engagement Indicators.

School Max

Priority Areas
Student Achievement
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 40.5/50
Mathematics Achievement 46.1/50

School Growth 84.0/100 66.0/100

English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 34.0/50 33.0/50
. . . . . " Mathematics Growth 50.0/50 33.0/50

On the top right, scores are provided for the four Priority Areas, along with a P dedede -
Exceeds Expectations Closing Gaps 67.0/100 G66.2/100

comparison column showing the state average for the grade span most similar to

English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 30.0/50 34.5/50
. . . . Math: ics Ach G 37.0/50 31.7/50
the school. [Please see page 6 of this guide for more information on the state Cradtoaton e e NA;NA m,fm
. - Overall Accountability Ratings Score
comparison.] Each priority area has a score on a 0-100 scale. Each of the =568 | | |On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness  92.5/100 89.0/100
component within a priority area are scored and displayed. In Student Expectations - j:::::’:’c’;':; 7’;'*5‘;”;? 7’;‘:';';2
Achievement and School Growth the two components — ELA and mathematics — :"“‘" s ||| sraGrave Engisn Language ars (1) Achievement 16020 136/
pECtBtIBIB . N
are both worth 50 points. Note that in the Closing Gaps and On-Track priority Meets 6372 | | | Grade Mathematics Achievement e e
areas, however, that the maximum points for each component differs based on Expechvin i — .
. . Meets Few 53-62.9 Priority Area Weights Percentage Weight
data availability. -~ Expectations okt Student Achievement 37.3%
e Inthe example here, the school is PK-5 so it doesn’t have a graduation [, | Failsto Meet = ;‘"‘?' ‘:""“" ii;”
. ns losing Gaps o
score nor an 8t grade mathematics score. As a result, the On-Track k R T o Ty Ry IR 255

priority area is comprised of 80 possible points for attendance and 20 i

Note: For details about how weights are determined, see weighting calculator:

i c Schaol Type School https-/foea-dpi.chinvapps iofoverall weighting calculator)
possible points for 3" grade ELA results. Enrollment B ﬁ
Percent Open Enrollment 8% g student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0
Race/Ethmicity Absenteeism Rate (goal <13%) Geoal met: no deduction,

On the bottom right, deduction information for the two Student Engagement

Indicators, Absenteeism Rate and Dropout Rate, is provided. R — ——
Hispanic/Lating 4.9% 2017-18 Test Participation Rates
Native Hawaiian or Othe cific Islander  0.0% Includes Forward Exam (graces 3-B). ACT [grade 11}, and Dynamic Learning Maps (grades 3- and 11)
pae IR Group ELAL- | ELA3- | Math 1- |Math 3-
ACCOUNTABILITY WEIGHTING T Y e oo 2 vear | vear | vear | 'vear
Below the priority area scores is a box displaying the weighting used when o T=rrs 15.1% AbStudents Rite Sl I s s
. i . . Ecoggffically Disachamtaged B85 Lowest: Students with Disabilites 507 507 507 307
calculating overall accountability scores. When a school/district has data in all four siilempey =2

priority areas, the weighting for Student Achievement and Growth varies
depending on the percent of economically disadvantaged (ECD) students in the

school; the weighting for Closing Gaps and On-Track have equal weight (25%). /

e Inthe example here, the most weight (37.3%) is placed on the school’s
Student Achievement score; the least weight is placed on School Growth
(12.7%) and equal weight for the Closing Gaps (25%) and On-Track (25%)
priority areas.

A link to an online weighting calculator is provided beneath the box. [Please see
page 7 of this guide for further information on report card weighting.]

American Indian or Alaskan Native

Dropout Rate (goal <6%)

Goal met: no deduction

of schoal per

“Note: Outlier score fluctuation is noted by * when any schoel or district report card has a 10-point or greater change (up or down) in both Overall Score
and Growth Score. This amount of change may or may not be reflective of actual school/district performance. DPI encourages review of other priority

‘area scores in the detailed report card for 3 better Details: http://dpi.wi

ards

GOOD TO KNOW

Readers interested in the technical specifications behind each calculation are
encouraged to review the 2017-18 Technical Guide, which provides complete
details and walkthrough worksheets for the report card calculations and

scoring methodologies.
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SCHOOL INFORMATION
. . . . PRELIMINARY - SECURE REPORT - NOT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE Ageyzt 3rd 201
Basic school demographics are provided in the bottom : 1 Example Elementary
left box. These descriptive data, including the grade I[\%S‘?]L‘{}ETIO'\J Pine Village | Public - All Students
A A TRV TV School Report Card | 2017-18 | Summary
span, student demographics, enrollment count, and
: Overall Score Schoel Max K5 K5
percent of students who were open-enrolled, provide Priority Areas e trore siate Mok
local context to the school’s report card. Student Achievement 86.6/100 68.3/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 40.5/50 34.2/50
Mathematics Achievernent 456150 34.2/50
The District Report Card shows the within-district School Growth 24.0/100 66.0/100
student mobility rate. The Private School — All Students < English Language Arts (ELA) Growth SITEY pan
X . . X Mathematics Growth 50.0,50 33.0/50
Report Card also includes a Percent Choice field, which Yo Y P ety -
Lo . Exceeds Expectations Closing Gaps 67.0/100  66.2/100
indicates the percent of students in the school who Engiish Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 30.0/50 34550
.. . . Mathematics Achievement Gaps 37.0/50 31.7/50
participated in the Choice program. e NA/NA NA/NA
Overall Accountability Ratings Score
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 92.5/100 89.0/100
The percent economically disadvantaged (ECD) affects EREIET R PANE o
. . . . . . =] Attendance Rate 76.5/80 75.4/80
variable weighting (see page 7 of this guide for details). EmEs e 3rd Grade Engiish Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 16.0/20 13.6/20
EXREainT Bth Grade Mathematics Achievement NA/NA NA/NA
Meets 63-72.9
Expectations drdekdd
Meets Few 53-62.9 Priority Area Weights Percentage Weight
Expectations it Student Achievement 37.3%
TEST PARTICIPATION S r— e (|| schooi Growin .
Below that box are the 1-year and 3- Expectations olalaaiad Closing Gaps 25%
.. . On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 25%
year test participation rates for the S School Information : : - =
) . Grades PES Note: For details about how weights are determined, see weighting calculator:
school/district. The whole school rate Schaal Type schaol | | bttps://oss-dpi shinvapps io/overall_weighting
Enroliment 385
(All Students) and the lowest s e % Student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0
subgroup(s) rates are displayed. Test < Roce/Ethnicity S R TR SrimEEEndsiET
.. . . American Indian or Alaskan Native 05% Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction
Participation is no longer a Student Asian 36%
. Black or African American 5.7% ——
Engagement Ind|cator, but test Hispanic/Lating 4.9% 2017-18 Test Participation Rates
.. . . . Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  0.0% Includes Forward Exam (graces 3-), ACT [grade 11}, and Dynamic Learning Maps (graces 3-8 and 11)
participation rates are provided in White i Group ELAL- | ELA3- [Math 1- [Math 3-
. Two or More Races 3.9% ¥ Year Year Year
the bottom right box and as Student Groups =ar
. . ack ish, bt All-Students Rate 982 98.0 982 98.0
supplemental information on the last e B 166% e e e
page of the report cards.
*Note: Qutlier score fluctuation is noted by * when any school or district report card has a 10-point or greater change (up or down) in both Overall Score

and Growth Score. This amount of change may or may not be refiective of actual school/district performance. DPI encourages review of other priority

area scores in the detailed report card for a better understanding of school performance. Details: Wi ards
UNDERSTANDING INFORMATIONAL BOXES Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction | dpi.wi.gov Page
Report cards for different types of schools or districts should not be directly compared. 1

A variety of data are included on the front page to situate scores,
relative to state averages, and relative to the school/district’s own
population. Aside from the variable weighting based on ECD rates,
these informational data are not part of the accountability
calculations. Rather, they provide additional information which
can help with report interpretation. 5
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Example Elementary
Pine Village | Public - All Students
School Report Card | 2017-18 | Summary

yp

Overall Score

School Information

School Max K- K5
Score Score  Staf Max

86.6/100 68.3{100

Priority Areas

Student Achievement

SUMMARY PAGE

English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 40.5/50 34 |
Mathematics Achievement 46.1/50 34.2/50
School Growth 84.0/100 66.0/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 34.0/50 33.0/50 =
ﬁ ﬂr j‘k * A Mathematics Growth 50.0/50 33.0/50
e
Exceeds Expectations Closing Gaps 67.0/100 66.2/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 30.0/50 34.5/50
Mathematics Achievement Gaps 37.0/50 31.7/50
Graduation Rate Gaps NA/NA NA/NA
‘Overall Accountability Ratings Score
significanthy E I pE— On—Trat_:k and Postsecondary Readiness ~ 92.5/100 89.0/100
. Graduation Rate NA/NA NANA
Expectations ek
= ] Attendance Rate 76.5/80 75.4/80
. ****;_ 3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 16.0{20 13.6/20
Exy e 8th Grade Mathematics Achievement NA/NA NANA
Meets 63-72.9
Expectations *hkdr
Meets Few 53-62.9 Priority Area Weights Percentage Weight
Expectations *ok i Student Achievement 373%
Fails to Meet 0-52.9 School Growth 12.7%
Expectations *ﬁﬁ—ﬁ_. Closing Gaps 25%
v 4 On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 5%

Grades : For details about how weights are determined, see weighting calculator:

School Type Elem: o ishi io/ov aghting,

Enroliment

Percent Open Enrollment Adent Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0

= . . .

Race/Ethnicity Absentesism Rate (goal <13%) Goal met: no deduction

American Indian or Alaskan Native 0.5% Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction

Asian 2.6%

Black or African American 5.7% —

Hispanic/Latino 49% 2017-18 Test Participation Rates

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander (.09 Includes Forward Exam [grades 3-5), ACT (grade 11}, and Dynamic Leaming Maps [grades 3-8 and 11)

White T6.4% " N N N

Two or More Races 3.9% Group E:Al E‘\(_AS MYalhl M;thS
Student. ps ear ear ear ear

Students with Disabilities 15.1% All-Students Rate 982 980 98.2 38.0

Economically Disadvantaged 16.6% =

English Leamers T Lowest: Students with Disabiiites 307 307 507 50.7

“Mote: Outlier score fluctuation is noted by * when any school or district report card has 3 10-point or greater change (up or down) in both Overall Score
and Growth Score. This amount of change may or may not be reflective of actual school/district performance. DPI encourages review of other priority
area scores in the detailed report card for a better understanding of school performance. Details: http://dpi.wisov/accountability/report-cards

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction | dpi.wi.gov
Report cards for different types of schools or districts should not be directly compared 1

Page

UNDERSTANDING STATE COMPARISONS

The school report card includes a column on the front page that provides
a state comparison for each school. Comparisons are based on one of six
broad grade bands: K-5, K-8, K-12, 6-8, 6-12, and 9-12. Schools are
assigned to the most appropriate grade band for comparison. The
district report card includes a statewide comparison based on just one of
two grade bands based on whether it graduates students: K-12 or K-8.

In the example here, the school has Grades PK-5, so the K-5 grade span
is displayed in the state comparison column.

These state comparisons can be loosely thought of as averages for each
type of school. These comparative data are shown only to provide
context; they do not factor into a school’s accountability score or rating.

The comparison scores given for a grade band treat all Wisconsin
students within those grades as if they were one giant school; data for
these statewide sets of students are used to calculate the comparison
scores. This includes public school students, Choice students, and private
school students in schools that have opted in to receiving a Private
School — All Students Report Card. Every priority area and component
that applies to a particular grade band is shown for the statewide
comparison score, even if the school itself does not have a score for it.

Comparison scores are provided with denominators. In some situations,
the school score may have a different denominator than the state
comparison due to data availability and the lack of a Priority Area score.
For example, a school score of 31.2 in ELA Achievement Gaps may seem
better than a state comparison of 15.6, but a 31.2/50 school score next
to a 15.6/25 state comparison allows the reader accurately to conclude
these are the same.
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UNDERSTANDING REPORT CARD WEIGHTING

Like the Overall Accountability Score, each of the four
Priority Areas uses a 0- to 100-point scale. This provides a
consistent and simple way to examine and compare
Priority Area scores. Scores from the four individual
Priority Areas are combined using a weighted average
that takes into account the school type, data availability,
and percentage of economically disadvantaged students
in a school or district.

Priority Area Weighting: Variable Weighting

The Student Achievement and Growth priority areas are
adjusted relative to each other to account for the
percentage of economically disadvantaged (low-income)
students in the district or school. The higher the
percentage of economically disadvantaged (ECD)
students in a district or school, the greater the weight
given to Growth and the lesser to Student Achievement
(up to a predefined threshold). Similarly, the lower the
percentage of economically disadvantaged students, the
greater the weight given to Student Achievement and
the lesser to Growth.

The only number on the report card itself that has
variable weighting factored into it is the overall score.
The individual priority area scores provided throughout
the report card, including on the front page, do not
reflect the variable weighting of the priority areas.

WEIGHTING

REPORT CARD TOOL

The weighting calculator shown here allows users to adjust the percent ECD
and to select which priority areas and components available in a school to
reveal the specific weights used in the report cards.

Available online:
https://oea-dpi.shinyapps.io/overall weighting calculator/

Accountability Report Cards Weighting Calculator

Wisconsin Depsrtment of Public Instruct

ion, Office of Educational Accountability

in the School and District Report Cards fo produce the
may nat add up fo 100% dus to runding.

Use this app to calculats the Priority Area wei
sufomatically adjust fo your selections. Note

verall Accountsbility Score for your school or district. Check all metrics applicabie to your school or district, and the weighting formulss will

Your scare is not advantaged or disadvantaged by the presence or lack of & Priority Area or component. For sdditionl information on Report Card calculstions, see the Accour

Resources page.

Priority Areas: Student Achievement (required):
@ Student Achievement @ English Language Arts Achievement ¥ Mathematics Achievement
@ Growth Growth:

Closing Gaps ¥ English Language Aris Growth @ Mathematics Growth

¥ On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness (Attendance or Graduation required):

@ Aftendance Graduation 3rd Grade English Language Ars 8th Grade Mathematics

Percant Economically Disadvantaged (%):

0 42.8) 100
0 10 20 ] 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Priority Area Weight Student Achievement Weight On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness ~ Weight
Student Achievement 317% English Language Arts Achigvement  15.8% Aftendance 20.0%
Growth 483% Mathematics Achievement 15.8% Graduation 0.0%
Closing Gaps 0.0% 3rd Grade English Language Arts 0.0%
Growth Weight
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness ~ 20.0% Bth Grade Mathematics 0.0%
English Language Arls Growih ~ 242%

Mathematics Growth 242%
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UNDERSTANDING REPORT CARD WEIGHTING
Priority Area Weighting: Data Availability
Another weighting adjustment accounts for the fact that some

schools, due to their size or their grade span, do not have enough
data to be scored in every priority area. Specifically, when a piece

of data is not available for a school, the other pieces are weighted
. . Student . On-Track and Postsecondary
more heavily. This allows an overall score to be calculated on the . Growth Closing Gaps .
. . A Achievement Readiness
same scale for all schools in Wisconsin. For example, K-3 schools do
not have consecutive tested grades for which to calculate Growth
scores; as such, most of these schools have data in three of the four | 8¢ < 8 8 o 2 8
g | 88 g 5 & s e s o &
priority areas. To receive an accountability score, at a minimum, a 5 £ § E E o & £ e 5 = 2 |38 £
school must have data for enough students in Student Achievement < 2 £ 2 g £ % g £ a -% @ E -{é’u 1G] o]
. o o O © © frar] © = ]
and the attendance or graduation component of On-Track and o< s & o =0 o =8| 66 < G ™ o =
Postsecondary Readiness. A weighting adjustment is applied to . Combined 50%
. - . . e Typical . . 25% 25%
individual priority areas in a way that takes this variability into Elementary Achievement/Growth weights vary based on % ECD™
account before averaging the Priority Area scores to produce a School SHtﬂg Uhf S':aEC: :taz of ;ag of |\ a5 |125% | - | 200% | - 5.0% .
weighted average Priority Areas score. S ACh | SR ACh. | St Bro. | St Bro.
) i . Comhlped 50% 25% 25%
Typical Middle Achievement/Growth weights vary based on % ECD*
School | Halfof | Halfof | Halfof | Halfof .
COMMON WEIGHTING SCENARIOS st.Ach. | st Ach. | St.Gro. | st Gro, | 1207 | 125% | - ) 200% - I
The table to the right illustrates the most common scenarios of Typical High LE) ) g 2
L . . . School
how prlorlt.y e?reas and their components build to a weighted choo T e i _ Rl = i - i i
average priority areas score.

Three typical scenarios are shown to illustrate how the multiple
indicators in the Accountability Index apply differently to different
types of schools. (“-” indicates that a Priority Area or a component
does not apply.)

Any fixed deductions resulting from not meeting Student
Engagement goals (not reflected here) are taken from the weighted
average Priority Areas score to arrive at the school’s Overall
Accountability Score. Schools and districts can find the overall
weighting applied, including variable weighting, by using the
calculator app here: https://oea-

dpi.shinyapps.io/overall weighting calculator/.
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GOOD TO KNOW

Like the Overall Accountability Score, each of the four Priority Areas
uses a 100 point scale. This provides a consistent and simple way to
examine and compare Priority Area scores.

. For example, in this school, the lowest score among the
priority areas is Closing Gaps. The school may want to
focus on this area and examine their Gaps data more
closely in their continuous improvement planning.

However, it is important to note that because the weighting scheme
used to produce the weighted average Priority Areas score varies
based on the components included and the percentage of
economically disadvantaged students in the district or school, the
Accountability Rating categories only describe school performance
as represented by the overall accountability score; they cannot be
used to describe performance in individual Priority Areas.

e  For example, it would be inappropriate to say that this
example school “Meets Expectations” in Closing Gaps
because it had a score of 67 for that priority area. Meets
Expectations is a rating that only applies to the overall
accountability score.

WEIGHTING

BEELMINARY - SECURE REPORT - NOT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE Auguzs3nd 2018
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INSTRUCTION

Example Elementary
Pine Village | Public - All Students
School Report Card | 2017-18 | Summary

Overall Score

o e

Exceeds Expectations

Priority Areas State  Max
Student Achievement 86.6/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievemnent 40550
Mathematics Achievement 46.1/50

School Growth
English Language Arts (ELA) Growth
Mathematics Growth

84.0/100 66/0/100
34.0/50 ;
50.0/50

67.0/100 66/2/100
30.0/50
37.0/50
NA/NA

92.5/100 /39.0/100

Closing Gaps
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps
Mathematics Achievement Gaps
Graduation Rate Gaps

On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness

Overall Accountability Ratings Score
Significantly Exceeds 83-100
Expectations ek
Exceeds 73-82.9
Expectations Feddodkr
Meets 63-72.9
Expectations E2.5 224
Meets Few 53-62.9
Expectations FokE i
Fails to Meet 0-52.9
Expectations Hrdrdrdrdr
School Information
Grades PE-S
School Type Elementary School
Enroliment L
Percent Open Enrollment 36%
Race/Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaskan Native 0.5%
Asian 5.6%
Black or African American 5.7%
Hispanic/Lating 4.9%
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 0.0%
White 76.4%
Tweo or More Races 3.9%
Student Groups
Students with Disabilities 15.1%
Economically Disadvantaged 16.6%
English Learners 5.2%

Graduation Rate NASNA MASNA
Attendance Rate Bt 75.4/80
3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 16.0/20 13.6/20
8th Grade Mathematics Achievement NA/NA NASNA
Priority Area Weights Percentage Weight
Student Achievement 373%
School Growth 12.7%
Closing Gaps 25%
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 25%

Mote: For detzils about how weights are determined, see weighting calculator:

Student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0
Absenteeism Rate (goal <133%z) Goal met: no deduction
Dropeut Rate {goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction

2017-18 Test Participation Rates

Includes Forward Exam [grades 3-8). ACT {grade 11), and Dynamic Leaming Maps [grades 3-6 and 11)

Group ELA 1- ELA3- | Math 1- |Math 3-
Year Year Year Year
All-Students Rate 582 28.0 982 580
Lowest: Students with Disabilites 907 90.7 90.7 50.7

“MNote: Outlier score fluctuation is noted by * when any school or district report card has a 10-point or greater change (up or down) in both Overall Score
and Growth Score. This amount of change may or may not be refiective of actual school/district performance. DPI encourages review of other priority
ares scores in the detailed report card for a better understanding of school performance. Details: http://dpi.wi gov/ace il ards

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction | dpi.wi.gov Page
Report cards for different types of schools or districts should not be directly compared. l
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Overall Score School Max K5 K5
Priority A
UNDERSTANDING THE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT nortty Areas Seore_Score _State _ Man
Student Achievement 64.0/100 69.4/100
PRIORITY AREA English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 33.3/50 34.7/50
/ Mathematics Achievemnent 30.7/50 34.7/50
The purpose of this Priority Area is to show the level of knowledge and skills School Growth 61.3/100 66.0/100
pe . . . English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 34.9/50 33.0/50
of students at a specific district or school compares to state academic A ey 264/50 330/50
standards. In many respects, Student Achievement is the backbone of the FRRICIE i
Meets Expectations Closing Gaps 58.1/100 64.4/100
report card. English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 32.9/50 33.6/50
Mathematics Achievement Gaps 25.2/50 30.8/50
. Graduation Rate Gaps NA/NA NA/NA
Basics about the data Overall Accountability Ratings Score
This Priority Area measures English Language Arts (ELA) and mathematics 02‘1:3';" a:‘:: Postsecondary Readiness sa'sﬂﬁﬁ 89'2:;22
o . ape raduation Rate
performance level profiles for all students taking the Forward, ACT+Writing, A ——— 75.9/80 75.4/%0
and DLM exams in the Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) in SEE *z&z: 3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 12.6/20 13.8/20
. Ewhﬁﬂﬂi - c
grades 3 through 8 and 11. The score is based on how students are Mocts §3.729 8th Grade Mathematics Achievement NA/NA NA/NA
distributed across the four WSAS performance levels (below basic, basic, Expectations P,
proficient, and advanced), and it takes three years of test data into account. <— Meets Few 53-62.9 | | Student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: 0
Expectations ddkdrd Absenteeism Rate (goal <13%) Goal met: no deduction
P . . ils to M 2. Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction
Beyond a district- or school-wide score for Student Achievement, the report fasto '::t **ﬁ: e = -
cards show the distribution of students across the four WSAS performance \ I
levels for the most recent three years.
. Student Achievement Total Score: 64.0/100
Where to find the data /
) . L. English L Arts Achi Score: 33.3/50
While the front page displays the Priority Area score, the most valuable data SIS = T
are found in the supplementary data tables broken down by student performance | paints Students Students Students
subgroup (page 3 in the School Report Card and page 4 in the District Report Level | Multiplier| Count | Percent | Points | Coumt | Percent | Points | Count | Percent | Points
# Advanced 15 46 22.9% 69 14 7.3% 21 3 1.5% 4.5
Card) and content area. \ Proficient 1.0 70 34.8% 70 68 35.4% 68 73 37.2% 73
Basic 0.5 36 17.9% 18 73 38.0% 36.5 79 40.3% 39.5
HOW tO use the data Below Basic 0.0 49 24.4% 0 37 19.3% 0 41 20.9% 0
. . Total Tested - 201 100.0% 157 192 100.0% 125.5 196 100.0% 117
Schools and districts can use these data to uncover any short-term trends ===
and compare themselves against the state average. They could also use this Mathematics Achievement Score: 30.7/50
information to help develop overall achievement goals and guide 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
improvement efforts. The data are broken out by groups of students, Pocformance. | Polnts e e e i e
allowing educators to assess the impact of group performance on overall dvanced s = o | 3is 2 o 3 . e s
performance. That way, particular groups of students who are having Proficient 10 7 385% 7 L2} 37.5% 72 68 7% | 68
. . . T Basic 0.5 55 27.5% 275 72 37.5% 36 76 38.8% 38
trouble or doing admirably can be identified. Always refer to the Report S— o o oy, . . o . " o )
Card Detail (the longer of the two PDF report cards) for the detailed results. Total Tested ] 200 | 1000% | 139 182 | woow | 196 | 100% | 115

10
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UNDERSTANDING THE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT
PRIORITY AREA

How the calculation works

1. Student Achievement calculations are based on student performance on the Forward
Exam, ACT plus Writing, and Dynamic Learning Maps (DLM) in 2017-18, 2016-17 and
2015-16.

2. The Student Achievement Priority Area includes only tested students who were
enrolled for the full academic year (FAY) in the district or school. Non-tested students are
not included in calculations nor are students with invalidated tests. Note that in the
Private School — Choice Students Report Card, the calculation only includes FAY students
with a valid test score who were Choice program participants.

3. Scores for this Priority Area reflect how a district or school’s students are distributed
among the four performance levels of the WSAS. Having more students at the upper
performance levels results in a higher score.

4. Separate content area scores on a 0 to 50 point scale are calculated for ELA
achievement and mathematics achievement. Each contributes to half of the Priority Area
score.

5. To reduce the impact of year-to-year fluctuations in test scores, three sequential years
of testing data are used. This improves the reliability of scores.

6. Each content area score is determined by assigning points to each of the district or
school’s students in each of the three measured years according to the student’s
performance level in that year. A student is assigned no points for being at the Below
Basic performance level, 0.5 points for being at the Basic level, 1 point for Proficient, and
1.5 points for Advanced.

7. For each year, students’ scores are pooled to produce a district or school average. A
three-year average is calculated from those yearly averages. The averaging processes

used in the calculations gives greater weight to more recent years’ data and years with
more tested students. The score for each content area reflects this three-year average.

P

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT

Student Achievement Total Score: 64.0/100
English L Arts Achi t Score: 33.3/50
2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
Performance Points Students Students Students
Level Multiplier | Count Percent Paints Count Percent Paints Count Percent Points.
Advanced 15 46 22.5% 69 14 7.3% 21 3 1.5% 45
Proficient 10 70 34.8% 70 68 35.4% B8 73 37.2% 73
Basic 0.5 36 17.9% 18 73 38.0% 36.5 79 40.3% 39.5
Below Basic 0.0 49 24.4% ] 37 19.3% 0 41 20.9% o
Total Tested 201 100.0% 157 192 100.0% 125.5 196 100.0% 117
Mathematics Achievement Score: 30.7/50
2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
Performance Points Students Students Students
Level Multiplier Count Percent Points Count Percent Points Count Percent Points.
Advanced 15 3 11.5% 345 2 1.0% 3 6 3.1% £l
Proficient 10 77 38.5% 77 72 37.5% 72 68 34.7% 68
Basic 0.5 55 27.5% 275 72 37.5% 36 76 38.8% 38
Below Basic 0.0 45 22.5% 0 46 24.0% 1] 46 23.5% 0
Total Tested 200 100.0% 139 192 100.0% 111 196 100.0% 115

| =|  GOOD TO KNOW

The point allocation described in Step #6, referred to as Point
Based Proficiency Rate, is also used in calculating gap closure
in the Closing Gaps priority area.
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Overall Score School Max K5 K5
Priority Areas Score Score  State  Max
UNDERSTANDING THE SCHOOL GROWTH PRIORITY AREA
Student Achievement 64.0/100 69.4/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievernent 33.3/50 34.7/50
Basics about the data y Mathematics Achievement 30.7/50 34.7/50
The purpose of this Priority Area is to give schools and districts a single measure school Growth > 61.3/100 66.0/100
that summarizes how rapidly their students are gaining knowledge and skills English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 34.9/50 33.0/50
from year to year. In contrast to Student Achievement, which is based on the O Mathermatics Growth 26.4/50 33.0/50
levels of performance students have attained in a given year, the Growth Meets Expectations Closing Gaps 58.1/100 64.4/100
Priority Area measures changes in students’ performance over time. In English Language Arts (ELA) Achievgiment Gaps 32.9/50 33.6/50
. Lo . . , hematics Achi G 25.2/50 30.8/50
particular, this Priority Area focuses on the pace of improvement in students :;;:;:;:E;;Z:;:Smem T ::f:p. NA;:A
performance in a school or district compared to the growth of similar students Overall Accountability Ratings Score on-Track and PostsecondarwReadi 88.5/100 89.2/100
in other Wisconsin schools. This Priority Area rewards schools and districts for Significantly Exceeds 83-100 E;J:;in::ate ostsecondanyieadiness ' s ) e
helping students reach higher performance levels, regardless of a student’s Expectztions bl . 75.9/80 75.4/80
prior achievement level, by measuring student progress across assessments =L *:3::: 3rd Grade English Language Arts [E88) Achievement 12.6/20 13.8/20
over time. ::::::iﬁum e 8th Grade Mathematics Achievernefit NA/NA NA/NA
Expectations *kkiri
The Growth Priority Area focuses on students in grades 3 through 8. Unlike Meets Few 53-62.9 || Student Engagement Indicatprs Total Deductions: 0
Student Achievement, the Growth Priority Area only reflects the progress of Expectations dekte e Absenteeism Rate (goal <13%) Goal met: no deduction
students taking the Forward Exam because the DLM scoring scale does not Fails to Meet 0-52.9 Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction
permit growth calculations. Expectations HEREE || :
Where to find the data P
While the front page displays the Priority Area score, the most valuable data in School Growth h Total Score: 61.3/100
the report card are the supplementary data tables broken down by student /"These growth scores are derived from a value-added model. A value-added model measures a student's performance
subgroup (page 4 of the School Report Card and page 5 of the District Report on standardized assessments over a period of time. It then compares the change in the student’s scores to those of
Ca rd). observationally similar students. If the student grew more than predicted by these peers’ performance, we say her
school had high value added. That is, the value the school added to the student’s growth was higher than predicted.
How to use the data English Language Arts Growth Score: 34.9/50  Mathematics Growth Score: 26.4/50
The Growth Priority Area is an important complement to Student Achievement glish Language A Jthematics
Yvhen assessing district .and school pe.rformance. Hov.v well stu.dents are learning ValueAdded ValueAdded
is reflected by both their level of attainment and their rate of improvement. Group Count Score Count Score
Performance in one measure could be quite different than performance in the All Students: Schoal B0 32 130 23
other, and such differences may point to areas of needed improvement. The
report cards provide growth data for subgroups of students, allowing schools
and districts can assess how the growth of particular subgroups impacts their
overall growth performance. They can identify particular groups of students
who are having trouble improving or who are improving quite rapidly. Rapid
growth may point to a successful program or improvement process.

12
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UNDERSTANDING THE SCHOOL GROWTH PRIORITY AREA

This section describes the basic logic of how the score for the Growth priority
area is calculated. For information about how the value-added model results in a
Growth priority area score, please refer to the Report Card Detail and the
companion Technical Guide. For specific details pertaining to the value-added
model, please see the Value-Added Technical Report.

Value-Added Growth Model

At the foundation of the School Growth score is a statistical technique known as
value-added, which is meant to facilitate “apples to apples” comparisons of
school performance between schools that often serve very different student
populations. Value-added quantifies how much growth students make over time
after taking into account factors that are generally beyond a school’s control but
may be related to how much growth students make. These include factors such
as students’ prior achievement and certain characteristics about the students
themselves, such as whether they come from economically disadvantaged
families or have a disability and/or limited English proficiency. The measure
reflects growth across the entire spectrum of student performance, regardless of
the student’s starting point.

While the calculations behind value-added are complex, the concept is fairly
straightforward. Value-added, simply put, is the difference between the actual
and predicted growth over time of students with similar prior achievement and
select characteristics. In addition to prior achievement, the value-added model
used in the accountability report cards considers students’ economic status,
disability status, English Language proficiency level, gender, and race/ethnicity.

SCHOOL GROWTH

Value-Added: A Visual Representation

3|
Value-Added =
(Actual — Predicted)

Actual student
achievement

Value-Added

Starting student
achievement

Predicted student achievement
[Based on obhservationally
similar students)

) Pre-Test Post-Test @
@?ﬁ'ﬁfﬁ oo (39 Grade Reading) (4 Grade Reading) WISCONSIN
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UNDERSTANDING THE SCHOOL GROWTH PRIORITY AREA

How the calculation works

1. The Growth Priority Area provides a single score that characterizes the growth of a
district or school’s students, regardless of their starting performance levels and
student attributes such as family income. It takes into account decline as well as
improvement in student performance on the Forward Exam.

2. The Growth Priority Area uses a statistical method called value-added. Value-
added starts with one (or more, if available) pre-test scores — such as a 3rd grade ELA
score — to generate predictions of how much growth students are likely to make
based on their prior test score history.

3. When a second (post-test) score — such as a 4th grade ELA score — becomes
available, the actual scores of students within a school are compared to their
predicted scores.

4. If, collectively, the school’s actual scores are higher than predicted scores, we call
this “high value-added” (meaning that the school produced more growth than
schools which serve similar student populations).

5. The value-added model also considers the fact that students’ scores on a single
administration of a standardized test are not necessarily a perfect measure of their
true knowledge and ability and may differ if they were to take the same test again.
Such variation in scores is especially common among students with very low or very
high scores. This variation can be statistically adjusted for in the model to help ensure
that schools with a large number of low or high performing students are not
penalized in this Priority Area.

6. The value-added scores are reported on a 1 to 5 scale. The statewide average is
always set to 3.0. Two years of value-added results are used, when available, in
calculating the weighted average value-added scores. As in other parts of the report
card, the current year is weighted more heavily than prior years’ data. Value-added
scores are then converted to a Growth score from 0 to 100, like the other priority
areas. See the Technical Guide for details on the score conversion.

7. Growth consists of two components, ELA and mathematics. Separate value-added
scores are calculated for each and then combined to produce the Growth score.

SCHOOL GROWTH

School Growth Total Score: 61.3/100

These growth scores are derived from a value-added model. A value-added model measures a student’s performance
on standardized assessments over a period of time. It then compares the change in the student’s scores to those of
observationally similar students. If the student grew more than predicted by these peers” performance, we say her
school had high value added. That is, the value the school added to the student’s growth was higher than predicted.

English Language Arts Growth Score: 34.9/50 atics Gro 6.4/50
gl anguage A athematics
Value-Added Value-Added
Group Colint Score nt Scare
Al Students: Schoal EN 32 1R 23
N N
.~ N

School Growth Supplemental Data
Group performance is provided for informational purposes only and is not used to determine the Student Growth scores used in the
accountability system. Supplemental value-added scores are calculated when 10 or more students are included in a group.

h Language A athematics

Value-Added Value-Added
Group Count Score Count Scare

All Students: State 292,662 30 292,617 30

American Indian or Alaskan Native <20 - <20

Asian <20 * <20

Black or African American <20 * <20

Hispanic/Latino g 31 E 23

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander <20 * <20

White a1 32 81 23

Two or More Races <20 . <20

Students with Disabilities <20 = <20

Economically Disadvantaged 69 31 69 22

Limited English Proficient <20 * <20

GOOD TO KNOW

Note that the statistical calculation of School Growth differs from District
Growth. As such, a district’s Growth score is not simply an average of its schools’
School Growth scores. Rather, in calculating the District Growth score, a district
is treated as one big school made up of all students in the district.

This is a change from 2015-16 when district were compared to other districts. As
such, 2016-17 and 2017-18 District Growth scores are not comparable to scores
from 2015-16 and prior.

14
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UNDERSTANDING THE CLOSING GAPS PRIORITY AREA

The purpose of this Priority Area is to provide a measure in sync with the
statewide goal of closing the achievement gaps that separate different groups of
Wisconsin students. It reflects the fact that achievement and graduation gaps are
a statewide problem, not something limited to a small number of individual
schools, and is designed to reward schools and districts that help close these
statewide gaps.

Closing Gaps shows to what extent each school and district is succeeding in
helping lagging groups catch up. Closing Gaps helps to reveal whether teaching
and learning are affecting all groups to the same degree, shedding light on the
school/district’s educational equity.

Basics about the data

The Closing Gaps Priority Area focuses on two types of gaps: achievement gaps
(for ELA and mathematics) and graduation gaps. The Closing Gaps score is based
on student subgroups, not the “all students” group. A minimum of three years
are needed, but up to five years of data will be used when available, to produce a
Closing Gaps score.

The report cards give credit for raising test scores and graduation rates for target
groups faster than their statewide comparison groups. As a result, this measure
encourages performance that lifts the performance of traditionally lagging

groups, contributing to closing the statewide performance gaps.

While the front page displays the Priority Area score, the most valuable data in
the report card are the supplementary data tables broken down by student
subgroup (beginning on page 5 of the School Report Card and page 6 of the
District Report Card).

Where to find the data

How to use the data

Since Closing Gaps shows trends for subgroups (or supergroups), the data should
be used in improvement planning for specific groups of students. Subgroups that
are not improving, or improving at a slower rate than their comparison groups,
should be prioritized when examining the degree to which teaching and learning,
a welcoming climate and positive relationships exist throughout the school.

CLOSING GAPS

Example
1
g
e
E .
06
= [ ]
g, - .
A 04
i3 L
2
< 02 \
a
w
i}
2012-13 2013-14 201415 2015-16  201&-17 \
@ School Target Group: Points-Based Proficiency Score
B State Comparison Group: Points-Based Proficiency Score
School Ta Group Trend Lime M
rgst broup Rate of Change
State Comparison Group Trend Line This chart demonstrates how
groups are compared. There is a
trend line for both groups,
measuring the rate of change in
Closing Achievement Gaps - English Language Arts | Score: 17.3/25 . . .
P e . o PH points-based proficiency (from
g : § ; : HHHHE ;; HH the Student Achievement priority
5121kl L HE .
e [ e e o UL area) using an equal number of
= - s
oo b i fooAlo sl i [oo If the target group’s line is
T S i
S o I e P T LIRS A steeper than the comparison
e T P e N C A BN D group’s line, then the difference
Closing Achievement Gaps - Mathematics | Score: 19.8/25 in rate of change is larger. A
[ ot o bty i oo o b kit et o I :
AR AHEEERIRIH greater degree of narrowing
Elelelgfs esssei;igi; N . !
— HHELHE — HEIEIRIR H i translates into a higher Closing
A —| 151 3 7 s s a7 e s o Gaps score. As seen here, the
B G il s g e | proficiency rate of the target
e o v s ol group is increasing faster than its
A Bdgusem— o w3 0 B el e S o comparison group, and the
e e iEelieere) [l achievement gap is narrowing.
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Closing Achievement Gaps - English Language Arts | Score: 17.3/25
School Target Group Points-Based Proficie lates State Comparison Group Points-Based Proficiency Rates Rate of »
UNDERSTANDING THE CLOSING GAPS PRIORITY AREA el sl x] sl s S lxlu|sls| 5 El58
E| |8 2 Bl BE| 2| 8| 8| 5 p2%
| 8| 6| 8|8 B 5| 6| 5| 5|85 85[93
i Priori ; ; gzl z|z8|¢z2 2| 2| z| 2| 2|58 58|23
Target Groups: For this Priority Area, racial/ethnic groups (Black or S| 55| 5| & g 22|12 2)%47¢ N
. . . . . . Group - * - - v Group v - - - - §
African American students, Hispanic/Latino students, Asian students, e e I T TR TR T [ [ e [ (RO s | ven
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students, American Indian or Asian 0681|0722 1.000 | 0.950 | 0.829) 0,657 |0.658| 0.826| 0.723[0.741 | 0.052 | 0.023 |0.029
10 Native students and students of Two or More Races) within a district ERck oy Aricen Armerlcon NA | NANA A NAL 2l Gh || B GR CE | GR| R
hool h d hi d Hispanic/Latino 0543|0575 |0.740 | 0.500 | 0.596] WM 0,657 | 0.658| 0.826| 0.723| 0.741 | -0.003 | 0.022 | 0.025]
or school serve as target groups t at are compare to W Ite Stu ents Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
statewide, their complementary comparison group. Students with Two or More Races NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | N | na
disa b|||t|e$, Enghsh |ea rners, and economica”y disadvantaged Students Students with Disabilities 0.378 | 0.256 [0.333 | 0.213 | 0.394] Students without Disabilities 0.634 |0.634|0.801 | 0.693 | 0.709 | -0.002 | 0.021 |-0.023|
within a district or school are target groups, also compared to their Economically Disadvantaged 0.551|057810.572|0.557 | 0.657| Not Economically Disadvantaged | 0.705 | 0.710|0.877|0.762|0.785| 0.018 | 0.022 |-0.004
. . j Limited English Proficient NA MNA NA NA NA | English Proficient NA MNA NA NA NA NA NA NA
complementary statewide comparison group (students without “All 3" Supergroup NA | NA | NA | NA | NA [ Notin “All 3" Supergroup NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA [ na
disabilities, native English speakers, and not economically disadvantaged, "SwD-ECD” Supergroup NA [ na [ na [ na | NA | notinswo-Eco”supergroup | A [ na [ ma | ma | wa | mna [ na [ ma
reSpeCtiVer). SwD-LEP” Supergroup NA MNA NA NA NA | Notin “SwD-LEF” Supergroup NA MNA NA NA NA NA NA NA
"ECD-LEP” Supergroup NA MNA NA NA NA | Notin “ECD-LEP” Supergroup NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Supergroups: Supergroups are a way to look at gap closure among Closing Achievement Gaps - Mathematics | Score: 19.8/25
groups of students that would ordinarily be too small to include. In many = oup Points-Based Profic = ate Comparison Group Points-Based Proficiency R ate of Change
schools and in some districts, group sizes may fall below the minimum of Elalelsls AR g §' E; %
20 needed to meet the group size requirement. If a school’s subgroups & g E g ; ElE| gl L] s g% E‘Q g %
do not meet the minimum group size requirement (N=20), a supergroup croun i F| 2|28 . il i 5| 8¢ i E -
. .. roup P
is formed by combining at least two of the three non-race-based target American Indian or Alaskan Native | MA | MA | NA | NA | NA na [ ma | na | na | e | e | na e
groups. If the resulting supergroup has at least 20 members, then its Asian 0.889|0.5721.000|0.967 | 0.872 0.79310.797]0.772]0.705 | 0.711 | -0.006 | -0.02 |0.087!
performance is included on the report card. (Students are not counted Black or Atricen American NA | NA | NA WA NAY NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA |
. . . . L. Hispanic/Latino 0,609 | 0.675 | 0.760 | 0.440 | 0.481 0.793 |0.797 | 0.772|0.705( 0.711 | 4 -0.026 |-0.029|
more than once in a single supergroup.) That is, if when combining these Native Hawallan or Paciic ander | NA | NA | NA | NA | WA N A | | v
groups, the supergroup is at least 20 students (non-duplicated), then the Two or More Races NA | NA | NA | NA | NA o T g [ | A e | e
Supergroup’s performance iS SCOI’ed. POSSible Supergroup Combinations: Students with Disabilities 0.411 | 0.436 | 0.284 | 0.234 | 0.330] Students without Disabilities 0.767 735 0.663 | 0.668 | -0.035 | -0.030 |-0.005
Economically Disadvantaged 0,626 | 0.740 | 0.530 | 0.546 | 0.628] Not Economically Disadvantaged 0.851|0.823|0.749| 0.753] -0.020 | -0.028 | 0.008
Limited English Proficient NA NA NA NA NA | English Proficient NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
e All 3 Supergroup: students with disabilities, economically "All 3" Supergroup NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | Notin Al Sy NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | Na
disadva ntaged’ and Engllsh |earner5_ "SwD-ECD" Supergroup NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | Notin™ CD” Supergroup NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA NA
. . . s . "SwD-LEP” Supergroup NA MNA NA NA NA M"Swn-uﬁ Supergroup NA MA NA NA NA NA NA NA
. SWD-ECD Supergroup: students with disabilities, economically e S S RN EREE S| Motk EC0- L Superrouh TSETSETSRTSETS TSRS T
disadvantaged
e SWD-EL: students with disabilities, English learners GOOD TO KNOW (!)
e  ECD-EL: economically disadvantaged, English learners If the group’s average points-based proficiency rate or graduation rate is greater than or equal
to 0.9, the rate of change is adjusted to be equal to the highest rate of change observed for
Supergroups are compared to the statewide group of students who that group at any school/district in the state. This is indicated by (!) in the last column of the
would not meet any of the conditions for being in the particular Closing Gaps table. This is done to ensure those with very high achievement or graduation
supergroup. rates are not penalized for having small increases, as there is less room for improvement.
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UNDERSTANDING THE CLOSING GAPS PRIORITY AREA

How the calculation works

Example
1. There are two components in the Closing Gaps Priority Area: Achievement Gaps and Graduation = L
Gaps. If both apply for the district or school, each component score counts for half of this Priority 3 08 | ]
Area score. If only one applies, the score for that component is the score for this Priority Area. g2 o
. . E os T
2. The calculations for each of the two components follow the same basic procedure: For each 5—‘ -
target subgroup in the district or school (or for a supergroup, when applicable), the change in 7 04 > .
performance over the most recent three to five years is compared to the change in performance ;
for its statewide comparison group. Change in performance is determined by finding the overall L 02
trend in performance over time while also taking into account yearly fluctuations in enroliment. A %
minimum of three years of performance data are considered, and up to five years are included 0
when available. A simple subtraction of the target group change from the statewide comparison 2012-13  2013-14 201415 201516 201617

group change is then calculated, producing the closing gaps indicator for each target group. The
indicators from all target groups are then combined to produce an overall Closing Gaps score for

that component. State Comparison Group: Points-Based Proficiency Score

® School Target Group: Points-Based Proficiency Score

3. In extreme circumstances an additional rule is applied: if a district or school has a very high School Target Group Trend Line
performing subgroup, it is rewarded with the highest score for that subgroup observed in any
school or district in the state. This rule ensures that districts and schools with very high-
performing subgroups are not penalized with low Closing Gaps scores for small changes in gaps.

State Comparison Group Trend Line

4. For the Closing Achievement Gaps component, performance means achievement in ELA and Scoring Gap Closure

mathematics and is measured in the same way as for the Student Achievement Priority Area, This Priority Area is scored by comparing the trajectories of

except that students are pooled by group and not the entire district or school. As throughout the achievement and graduation rates for all target groups in a

report card, a group must have a minimum of 20 students in order to be included in the school or district to those of their respective statewide

calculation. comparison groups. A high Closing Gaps score is associated
with a narrowing of these trajectories over time. A greater

5. For the Closing Graduation Gaps component, performance is measured for both the four-year degree of narrowing translates into a higher Closing Gaps

and six-year cohort graduation rate. Note that because these rates require four and six years of score.

data, respectively, to calculate, graduation rates cannot be calculated for Choice schools.

Therefore, both the Private School — Choice Students and Private School — All Students Report A greater degree of narrowing translates into a higher

Cards will not have Closing Graduation Gaps components. Closing Gaps score.
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REPORT CARD GUIDE 2017-18 ON-TRACK & POST-SECONDARY READINESS

PUBL 65 Appleton Area
UNDERSTANDING THE ON-TRACK & POST-SECONDARY READINESS INSTRUCTION District Report Card | 2016-17 | Summary

PR'OR'TY AREA Overall Score District Max ~ State Max
Priority Areas Score Score Score Score
. Student Achievement 66.5/100 66.7/100
Basics abOUt the data English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 32.7/50 34.3/50
4 Mathematics Achievement 33.8/50 32.4/50
The purpose of this Priority Area is to give schools and districts an indication of how District Growth 58.4/100  66.0/100
. . . ) . English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 27.3/50 33.0/50
successfully students are achieving educational milestones that predict P Mathematics Growth 3L1/50  330/50
postsecondary readiness. This Priority Area has two components. The first Meets Expectations 8.7/100 61.7/100
. . . . . h L Arts (ELA) Achi G 17.3/25
component is either a graduation rate—for schools that graduate students (i.e. high ) e e e SR e
schools)—or an attendance rate for schools with no 12th grade. For most districts, T —— Cracuaticn it Gy 21550
both attendance and graduation scores will be included. Both graduation and DT Ml Prstasconciecy Seedinnes 865,00 10D
aduation Rate 34.6/40 36.4/40
attendance data are lagged by one year due to the timing of when the data become Attendance Rate 37.6/40 | 37.0/40
. . . . . 3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 6.4/10 7.0/10
available for use. The second component is third grade ELA achievement, eighth B o ot et o -

grade mathematics achievement, or the combination of both third grade ELA and i e e >
eighth grade mathematics achievement, as applicable to the school. The scores for Meets Few Stu agement Indicators otal Deductions: 0
. Expectations Absenteeism U Goal met: no deduction
these two components are added to produce the On-Track and Postsecondary TR p S

Readiness Priority Area score. Scores for schools without a third or eighth grade will
be based solely on attendance or graduation.

On-Track and Pastsecondary Readiness Total Score: 84.9/100

. 2015-16 Attendance Score: 37.6/40
Where to find the data

Anended Days Passible Days
All Students

Some of the most valuable data in the report card are the supplementary data tables /V [owest Sroup: Amertcan indian srudens 13 185785 | w0.1160 92.4%
broken down by student subgroup (page 8 of the School Report Card and page 9 of =] 2015-16 Graduation Score: 34.6/40
the District Report Card). It is not enough to look at the priority area score on the Four Year Cohort Graduation Rate Six Year Cohort Graduation Rate
front page. F | conduates Hert | craduates

1,159 241 81.2% 1,006 1,009 092.1%
How to use the data On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness Supplemental Data

Group performance is provided for informational purposes only and is not used to determine the
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness scores used in the accountability system.

r Cohort Graduation Rate

The graduation rate, of course, measures a key education milestone. For schools that
do not graduate students, attendance rates are used as a substitute indicator. - . Srdumtse
. . . . . American Indian or Alaskan Native <20 . <20 - .

Attendance is highly correlated with student achievement. The third grade ELA and asion 102 w 78.4% w1 115 5.0
the eighth grade mathematics achievement results are key transitional points for and e - - e 2 - i
the data can help schools and districts monitor whether their students are on-track Hathve Hawalian or Gfher Pacic sander an ; ; 0 ; :
for success in high school and beyond. Third grade ELA ability is linked to later e - = e - = e
academic performance across content areas, graduation, and college enrollment. Students with Disabltics 3 5 513% 1 o 5

. . ape . . . " Economically Disadvantaged EETS 233 689.1% ELYS 289 BA.5%
Eighth grade mathematics ability predicts success in high school mathematics. In the Do Evglih Profient e = . — = o

future, other indicators may be incorporated into this Priority Area to enrich the
metrics and broaden the resulting information.
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UNDERSTANDING ON-TRACK & POST-SECONDARY READINESS

How the calculation works

1. Calculations for this Priority Area are based on the “all students” group for
graduation. For attendance, this Priority Area score is based on the average
attendance rate of the “all students” group and the subgroup with the lowest rate of
attendance. Third grade ELA achievement and eighth grade mathematics

On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness Total Score: 89.0/100

2015-16 Attendance Score: NA/NA

Group Enrollment Attended Days |Possible Days Rate
achievement are calculated using the “all students” group. All Students a8 133,863.5 137,503.0 9745
ILowest Group: Students with Disabilities. | 150 | 23,756.0 | 24,696.0 | 96.2% |

2.  Component 1: Graduation Rate or Attendance Rate. a) For schools that graduate
students, a graduation rate is used as the indicator. For other schools, an attendance
rate is used. Districts use both the graduation rate and attendance rate. Graduation
rates and attendance rates are highly correlated with one another and have virtually
identical distributions. b) The graduation rate is the weighted average of the four-
year and six-year cohort graduation rates. Note that because these graduation rates

2015-16 Graduation Score: 77.8/80

Four-Year Cohort Graduation Rate

Six-Year Cohart Graduat

Al Students

On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness Supplemental Data
Group performance is provided for informational purposes only and is not used to determine the
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness scores used in the accountability system.

require four and six years of data, respectively, to calculate, graduation rates cannot

grade ELA achievement indicator, an eighth grade mathematics achievement
indicator or an indicator that combines third grade ELA and eighth grade
mathematics achievement. b) Third grade ELA achievement and eighth grade
mathematics achievement are measured in the same way as in the Student
Achievement Priority Area.

4. The On-Track Priority Area accounts for 20 percent of the weighted average Priority
Areas score if only attendance or graduation is present. The Priority Area accounts
for 25 percent of the weighted average Priority Areas score if, in addition to
attendance or graduation, scores are available for third grade ELA, eighth grade
mathematics or the combination of both.

Four-Year Cohort Graduation Rate

Six-Year Cohort Graduation Rate

be calculated for Choice schools. Therefore, both the Private School — Choice o P
udents in in
Students and Private School — All Students Report Cards will not have Graduation Group Cohort Graduates Rate Cohort Gradustas Rate
Rate components for the On-Track Priority Area. c) The attendance rate is the ::Te”“" [ndian er laskan Native :z . . jz - -
ian ] . - <
number of days of student attendance divided by the total possible number of days P ———— = o e = = P
of attendance. The attendance rates of the “all students” group and the student Hispanic/Latino <20 . . <20 - -
group with the lowest attendance rate are averaged to produce the report card Native Hawaiian or Other Pacifc Isander 20 - - =0 . .
White 31 34 100.0% Er 37 100.0%
attenda nce rate. Two oF More Races <20 * - <20 * *
Students with Disabilities 21 18 B5.7% <20 - -
3. Component 2: Other On-Track Measures. a) A school and district may have a third Econamically Disadvantaged il b a1.5% 6 b ara%
Limited English Proficient <20 * - <20 * *

19




WISCONIIN
DEFARTHMENT OF

PUBLIC
INSTRUCTION

Office of Educational Accountability, December 2018

REPORT CARD GUIDE 2017-18

Exceeds
Expectations
Meets
Expectations
Meets Few
Expectations
Fails to Meet

Overall Score

8- 9- 8" %

Exceeds Expectations

Overall Accountability Ratings

Score

73-829
*okkok Y
63-72.9
Kok ki ie
53-62.9
*kAird

0-52.9

School  Max K-8 K8
Priority Areas Score Score  State  Max
Student Achievement 43.5/100 67.3/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 24.0/50 34.5/50
Mathematics Achievement 19.6/50 32.8/50
School Growth 86.9/100 66.0/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Growth 44.4/50 33.0/50
Mathematics Growth 42.5/50 33.0/50
Closing Gaps 76.1/100 66.5/100
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 39.1/50 33.9/50
Mathematics Achievement Gaps 37.0/50 32.6/50
Graduation Rate Gaps NA/NA NA/NA
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness ~ 79.0/100 88.2/100
Graduation Rate NA/NA NA/NA
Attendance Rate 72.3/80 75.3/80
3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 3.4, 10

Ath Grade Mathematics Achievement .3/10 6.0/1

y 4

Student Engagement Indicators
Absenteeism Rate (goal <13%)
Dropout Rate (goal <6%)

Total Deductions: -5
Goal not met: -5
Goal met: no deduction

STUDENT ENGAGEMENT

UNDERSTANDING THE STUDENT ENGAGEMENT INDICATORS

Complementing the four Priority Areas, the accountability report cards consider data for two Student Engagement Indicators—absenteeism and dropout rates—in
determining an overall score. These two performance indicators measuring student engagement are vital indications of school and district effectiveness. High
absenteeism and dropout rates point to serious educational shortcomings. Because of the significance of these two indicators, districts and schools that fail to meet
statewide goals marking acceptable performance will receive fixed deductions from the weighted average Priority Areas score.

For each indicator, a current year and multi-year rate are considered. For the vast majority of schools the multi-year rate is calculated based on the last three years of
data. However, based on the available data, the multi-year rate for some schools will be calculated using the last two years of data.

Absenteeism and dropout data are lagged by one year due to the timing of when they become available for use.
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UNDERSTANDING THE STUDENT ENGAGEMENT INDICATORS Overall Score School Max KB K8
Priority Areas Score Score  State Max
Student Achievement 43,5/100 67.3/100
i English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement 24.0/50 34.5/50
Absenteeism Rate 4 Matkemat\c:AcmEvemenl ! 19.6/50 32.8/50
. . . . . . School Growth 86.9/100 66.0/100
There is a direct correlation between pupil attendance and pupil success. Absenteeism English Language Arts (ELA) Growth ol
. . . Mathematics Growth 42.5/50 33.0/50
undermines a school’s efforts to educate students. School attendance is already factored into Fodk Akt )
o . . Exceeds Expectations Closing Gaps 76.1/100 66.5/100
the On-Track Priority Area, but because of the effects of chronic absenteeism, a related student English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps 391/50  339/50
. Mathematics Achievement Gaps 37.0/50 32.6/50
measure is used here. Graduation Rate Gaps NA/NA NA/NA
Overall Accountability Rati Score
il On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness ~ 79.0/100 88.2/100
Although this absenteeism indicator is related to attendance, it differs from that familiar Cradusion Pate o
L . Exceeds 73-82.9 ) )
measure in significant ways. While school attendance rates measure days of school actually e msas || 37 Grade English Language Arts (ELY) Achievement 0
. . . 8th Grade Mathematics Achievement 3.3/10 6.0/11
attended as a percentage of all possible days of attendance, the absenteeism rate used for this Meets 63-72.9 4
. . . . . Ex| ti sk
indicator measures the percentage of a district’s or school’s students who are chronically M:::::;m 53629 | | Student Engagement Indicators Total Deductions: -5
absent. A student is considered chronically absent when his or her attendance rate is 84% or Expoctations LR CE ARk, EEEE
. . Fails to Meet 0-52.9 Dropout Rate (goal <6%) Goal met: no deduction
less. Students must be enrolled for at least 45 non-consecutive days during the school year to T PO \
be included in this calculation. Only students in kindergarten through grade 12 are included in
absenteeism rate calculations. Student Engagement Indicators Goals Met: 1/2
Both one-year and three-year rates for n and Dropout rates. If either the onegar or three-year rate mests
the goal then no points are deducted. The three-year rate is based on two years of data when three years aMgot available.
To meet the goal for this Student Engagement Indicator, the individual absenteeism rate should One-Year School Rate Three-Year School Rate | Points Deducted
be no more than 13 percent—that is, no more than 13 percent of students in a district or Absenteelsm Rate Less than 13% 185% 120 =
" . A Dropout Rate. Less than 6% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0
school may be chronically absent, as defined above. If the absenteeism rate exceeds 13 S D
percent, five points will be deducted from the weighted average Priority Areas score. Both a Group performance for Absenteeism Rate-and Dropout Rate is provided below for informational purpases only and is not used to
determine whether these goals have been met. Test Participation data reflect the one-year test participation of groups. Note that
current year and multi-year rate is calculated for this indicator. Districts and schools that meet there is na longer a score deduction associated with Test Participation on the 2016-17 Report Cards.

. . . . . Dropout Rate
the goal based on either the current or three-year calculation will not receive a deduction. e e e PE—
HE
Dropout Rate 5| E| 3| BE| 5| E| 5| E| 5Bl Ep| 53| E%
= o o 7 w 7 4 3
) ) o ) w [aw [ w [ew | @ [ [ [ aw | e m e
Keeping students in school so that they can progress toward graduation is one of the highest Amerian indan ar a2l ol ewlal - T ol ol =l - »
Alaskan Native
priorities of our educational system. Dropping out of school is a severe blow to a student’s =0 = e [ m [ = [ »w = =
Black or African American 58 22.0% 168 22.6% <20 . NA NA 32 100.0% 2 96.9%
chance for success. Hispanic/Lating w0 | 2zmw | 277 | 1saw B 0.0% a5 0.0% ] 1000% | &2 100.0%
e e ander 0 . na | o <0 . na na P . a0 .
The goal for this Student Engagement Indicator is a dropout rate of no more than six percent. o More et S T T e T e e R e R
Students who drop out at any time between Grades 7 and 12 are counted. If a district or T B m e B e e B e L e
Se—
school’s dropout rate exceeds six percent, five points will be deducted from the weighted osbonged il i ol Ul o il M S
Limited English Proficient <20 . N, A <20 . [ NA <20 . <10

average Priority Areas score. Both a current year and multi-year rate are calculated. Schools
and districts that meet the goal based on either the current or three-year calculation will not
receive a deduction.
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UNDERSTANDING THE DISTRICT REPORT CARD

District Report Cards will look like the school report cards and are very similar, with just a
few exceptions. The District Report Card is calculated for the district as a whole where
students are pooled; it is not an average of the School Report Card scores within a
district. Rather, the district is treated as “one big school” responsible for all students
within the district.

Note that the Growth Priority Area is calculated separately for schools and districts.
District Growth scores are not a simple average of School Growth scores; rather, a district
is thought of as one big school in calculating its Growth score.

Most districts will see both attendance and graduation scores in the On-Track and
Postsecondary Readiness. Priority Area. The school report card provides either
attendance or graduation scores, not both.

-—

The district Report Card Detail will include a school performance data on page 2 that
summarizes how schools in the district are performing vis-a-vis accountability scores. This
is a supplemental data page provided for informational purposes only.

e The first table displays the number of schools that fall within a certain Overall
Accountability Rating for that district. This summary of school Overall
Accountability Ratings is provided for informational purposes only; it is not used
to determine the district’s actual Overall Accountability Score or Rating. Rather,
the performance of all the students in the district—including those in alternate
accountability schools—is combined to determine district Overall
Accountability Score and Rating (as shown on page 1 of report card).

e  The second table shows the proportion of schools that fell within the low,
average, and high scores among each Priority Area for the district. The final
table displays the number of schools in the district that received deductions for
not meeting the Student Engagement Indicators.

Virtual charter schools exception: Per state law (2015 Act 55), data for all students in
virtual charter schools in which at least 50% of the students are attending under full-time
open enrollment are excluded from District Report Card calculations. For virtual charter
schools with less than 50% open enrollees, data from the school will be used for District
Report Card calculations. This provision does not affect School Report Cards, which the
virtual charter schools will continue to receive.

™™ s e

DISTRICT REPORT CARDS

EINAL- PUBLIC REPORT - FOR PUBLIC BELEASE

Nowmber 2155 201

T <

INSTRUCTION

Appleton Area

District Report Card | 2016-17 | Summary

Overall Score

Fdededede

Meets Expectations

Overall Accountability Ratings Score
Significantly Exceeds 83-100
Expectations Eh Ak

Exceeds
Expectations

Priority Areas
Student Achievement
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement
Mathematics Achievement

District Growth
English Language Arts (ELA) Growth
Mathematics Growth

Closing Gaps
English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement Gaps
Mathematics Achievement Gaps
Graduation Rate Gzps

On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness
Graduation Rate
Attendance Rate

8th Grade Mathematics Achievement

3rd Grade English Language Arts (ELA) Achievement

Student Engagement Indicators
Absenteeism Rate (goal <13%)
Dropout Rate (goal <6%)

District Max  State Max
Score Score Score Score
66.5/100 66.7/100

327/50 343/50
338/50 32.4/50
58.4/100 66.0/100
27.3/50 33.0/50
311/50 33.0/50
58.7/100 61.7/100
15.8/25 17.3/25
17.1/25 16.8/25
25.8/50 27.6/50
84.9/100 86.5/100
345/40 36.4/40
37.6/40 37.1/40
6.4/10 7.0/10
6.3/10 6.0/10
Total Deductions: 0
Goal met: no deduction
Goal met: no deduction

Expectations
Fails to Meet 0-52.9
Expectations Abeirted

District Information

Summary of Overall Accountability Ratings for Schools in the District

Limited English Proficient 86%

—_—

Grades Ka12 Rating Category Number of Schools Percent of Schools
i Diics ity - Significantly Exceeds Expectations 3 8.6%
I - Exceeds Expectations 12 34.3%
American Indian ;ﬁ:ﬁ;:n;:m W Meets Expectations 13 37.1%
;ﬁ:: or African American g Meets Few Expectations 4 11.4%
::‘?mdaﬁm = i 'gi: Fails to Meet Expectations 1 2.9%
/ P s 7%;: Alternate Accountability - Satisfactory Progresg 2 5.7%
Student Groups Alternate Accountability - Needs Improvement 0 0.0%
?;t'z;:‘g::‘ﬂfgﬁd ;; 3: Alternate Accountahility - No Score 0 0.0%

Summary of Priority Area Scores for Schools in the District

Does not include Alternate Accountability schools

Priority Area Low Score Average Score High Score  |Maximum Score
Overall Accountability 48.0 722 96.8 100
Student Achievement 352 66.6 100.0 100
School Growth 347 61.7 75.6 100
Closing Gaps 378 68.0 89.4 100
On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness 827 89.9 100.0 100

Summary of Student Engagement Indicator Deductions for Schools in the District

Does not include Alternate Accountability schools

Number of Deductions Number of Schools Percent of Schools
Zero 33 100.0%
One 0 0.0%
Two 0 0.0%
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UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICE REPORT CARDS

DPI produces two types of Choice school report card, as required by law. Choice
schools may receive one or two report cards.

e  Private School — Choice Students Report Card (required)
e  Private School — All Students Report Card (optional)

All Choice schools will receive a Private School — Choice Students Report Card,
which bases the rating solely on students attending under the Choice program.
Choice schools may further elect to receive an additional Private School — All
Students Report Card for all students in the school, regardless of whether they
attend under the Choice program.

The Private School — Choice Students Report Card only considers a school’s
students who are attending under the Choice program, and is required of all
private schools participating in the Choice Programs. Note that on the Private
School — Choice Students Report Card, the School Growth Priority Area only
applies to students attending under the Choice program, not all students in the
school. Similarly only Choice students are included in the points-based
proficiency rates in Student Achievement.

The Private School — All Students Report Card produces a rating based on the
performance of all students in the private school (those attending under the
Choice program and non-Choice students). The All Students report card is
optional and the private school must opt in to receiving it in advance.

Two consecutive years of data on non-Choice students are needed before a score
can be calculated on the Private School — All Students Report Card.

Both types of private school report cards report the same data based on the
same calculations as public schools. Any differences between either of the
private school report cards and the public school report cards will be noted when
appropriate.

PRIVATE SCHOOLS

€ puiiic isTricTion
Accountability Report Cards

Office of Educational Accountability Home Report Card Resources
School Year Public/Private School

201112 2012113 201314 201415 201516 201617

Private School [City: Private School]

Public Schools  Private Schools

New Berlin: Heritage Christian Schs v

El yiSecondary Combined Schools

Download Files for All School Years
6 files, 5.4Mb

New Berlin: Heritage Christian Schs

1) School Report Card Detail (1.0Mb, 15 pages)
1) School Report Card Detail (1021Kb, 15 pages)
8) School Report Card (836K, 2 pages)

18 School Report Card (835K, 2 pages)
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UNDERSTANDING THE DATA USED

The Data At-a-Glance document is a key resource to guide you through the data used in the report cards. School and
district administrators are encouraged to use this document and build an understanding of which data are used, and
which sources these data come from, especially when reviewing their preliminary report cards before they become
final —and public.

DATA AT'A-G LA N c E 20 1 7 - 1 8 :!‘I(:::il::tnﬁlﬁwmnt: Includes FAY tested students only.
| proficencyteveis __Demographics |

Proficiency Levels Demographics

WISEdata Assessment

Forward,
OVERVIEW e A 208 2017-18 ACT+Writing, DLM | Demographics Snapshot
: P 2 Example Elementary
The data used in the Accountability Report Pine Village | Public - All Students Forward, WISEdata Assessment
Cards come from a variety of sources [NSTRUCTION School Report Card | 2017-14 | Summary 2016-17 | ACT+Writing, DLM | Demographics Snapshot

across multiple years. This guide is meant Public Schools: Test vendor

Rates are from the 2017-18 WiSEdata TFS
Enrollment Snapshot. Rates of ECD

determine the weights given to Student i
Achievement and School Growth, when

to build understanding of report card data Guerall Score Priority Areas Shoal Max - K5 K5 (e-Direct), Private Schools:
v Forward, Assessment Demographics
sources and how the data collected in Student Achievement 86.6/100 68.3/100 .
W 2015-16 | ACT+Writing, DLM | Snapshot [WISEdata
WiISEdata snapshots are incorporated in | e ::m:: :;m:; = oehat [ !
the front page of the report cards. Sehool Growth B4.0/100 66.0/100 2. Growth: Achievement scores from 17-18, 16-17 and 15-
English Language As [ELA) Groweh 34050 35.0/50 16 Forward Exams (only, no DLM or ACT); demographic
SCHOOL INFORMATION Fehe e SOYED  220/%0 control variables from 2017-18 Assessment Demographics
Grades, School Type: Schaol Directory ap Excesds Expectations U::‘ILG'P! o na - s’-gg “:ﬂz Snapshot. Includes FAY tested students only.
» - nrguage s [ELA) Achimvement
Enrollment, Percent Open Enrollment IVI& Magmema\ksmn(cius 37050 31750 ) .
OPAL as of TFS), Percent Choice Gigs 3. Closing Gaps: ELA and mathematics includes FAY tested:
Enrollment, Race/Ethnicity, Econcmically B T
Disadvanta; English Learner, Students :m’;::: “"':"‘m ,:‘:"; oo | n » [P N
e ~ orward, lata Assessmen
Enrolment and Chld Count Snapenot e e )| [l {-2017:18 1 ACTsWotiog, 01 Demograpics Sapshor
Within District Mobility, Bet District = (L = ISES TFS data (public)
in ict Mobility, Between Distr WISEdata Assessment
Mobility: 2017-18 WiSEdata TFS Priority Area Weights Pare Forward, Demographics Snapshot
Enrollment and Child Count Snapshot and Student Aduwevement 373% 2015-16 | ACT+Writing, DLM (private)
end-of-year enrollment as reported via Seheal Growtn 127 Badger,
WISEdata in July 2018. Cdi= 2014-15 | ACT+Writing, DLM ISES TFS data
— 07 Track N0 PsTsaTONTary Readvess 2%
= m‘ Far T gl = 2013-14 | WEKCE and WAA-SwD WHKCE and WAA-SwD
STUDENTS WITH DISABILTIES == o s Graduation Rate: WISEdata YE Completion for 2016-17, ISE
Rates here are from the 2017-18 \ B 3% | | [Student Engagement Indi Total Decuctions: 0 for all prior years
WISEdata TFS Enrollment and Child Count [rm—— Absenteetsm Rate (zoal <1 Goal met: no de 4. On-Track and Postsecondary Readiness
Snapshot. However, for assessment-based e o SeRos A= o s Achievement: see Student Achievement table above;
measures, disability status is determined ok o Adiican Amisican o _/;17_13 Test Participation Rates ‘. Graduation and Attendance: lagged data due to availability
by a WISEdata designation of students St B e OO el e Em'!_ ORI Graduation Attendance
with an IEP (public schools) or ISP (private Two or Mgpe Races / " vear | vear | vear .A 2016-17 WISEdata Year | 2016-17 WISEdata
schools) at any point between 12/1/17 et wth Disabimes . A trenes Fare EH =0 ™z | wEn End Completion Attendance and
and 6/30/18 bientronbmisia - ’:'EJJ Tommet Stk i Gites = ms [ wr [ Snapshat ;.}slc:.;.e “z.; S;EI
s .
ttoe: Oueter sore ypdocn 5 1ot by whes 5ot o AR epeet ot s 10 o o presces chamge [ o1
ECONOMIEALLY DISADVANTAOED (ECD) ‘ R o oo e, o ke ‘ STUDENT ENGAGEMENT INDICATORS

Both absenteeism and dropout data are lagged by one year.
Public schools: 2016-17 data are from the WISEdata
Attendance and Discipline Snapshot and Year-End

7
TEST PARTICIPATION INFORMATION
The current (1-year) and multi-year (3-year) rates are provided for

both priord o Detal all students, and for the subgroup(s) with the lowest test Completion Snapshot. Data from 2015-16 and prior come
as " 5":3;?\:;":;’;;"?5& . mli;; participation as per the WISEdata Assessment Demographics from the ISES Year-End Collection. Private schools: 2015-16
P £ Snapshot taken on May 22, 2018. Informational only; not scored. and 2016-17 data are from the WISEdata Attendance and

weighting calculator.

Discipline snapshot for each year.
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UNDERSTANDING THE DATA USED

DATA AT-A-GLANCE 2017-18

Data Sources: The data used in the Accountability Report Cards come from a variety of sources and
across multiple years. The most recent administrative data are reported through WISEdata, while
older data are from ISES. In future years, all student data will come from WISEdata. Therefore,
understanding the importance of each WISEdata snapshot is key to having accurate report cards.
This guide is meant to help administrators understand where the data on the report cards come
from and how the data collected in WISEdata snapshots are incorporated in the report cards. Please
note that data from prior years that are reported on the current report cards incorporate past
manual corrections that may have been completed during inquiry periods.

Full Academic Year (FAY) students: Index scores and score components based on assessment
results are calculated using full academic year students, which include all students in tested grades.
FAY status is not used in the attendance, absenteeism, dropout, and graduations calculations; these
measures apply to all students.

Groups: A number of tables in the Report Card Detail display performance data disaggregated by
groups to enable comparisons relating to longstanding concerns about educational equity among
subgroups of students. These tables highlight students with disabilities, English learners,
economically disadvantaged students, and students grouped by their racial/ethnic origins. >
Performance by group is a direct factor in the Closing Gaps Priority Area score. Group data are
presented as supplemental information throughout the Report Card Detail to maintain a focus on
student groups and to enrich discussions about equitable school performance.

Defining FAY

It is important to clearly define which students are considered
FAY (full academic year) because only FAY students are
included in assessment-based calculations, and these
calculations make up the majority of report card scores. FAY
determination depends on whether a student tested:

Minimum group size: The minimum group size for accountability measurements—the smallest
number of students in a group for which a report card can show data—is 20. This ensures that as
many students as possible are included in performance results while still protecting the privacy of
students falling into very small groups in which they may be identifiable. The Closing Gaps Priority
Area, relating to closing achievement gaps between groups of students, is especially affected by
group size requirements. A “supergroup” is applied to this Priority Area to enable many of the
students belonging to groups of fewer than 20 to still be counted. Supergroups are explained in the
Closing Gaps section of this document.

1. Forstudents who test, FAY is continuous enrollment
from TFS to the testing date.

2. For students who do not test, FAY is continuous
enrollment form TFS to the last day of the testing
window.

If a student transfers after the date they took the test but
before the end of the testing window, s/he would be FAY at

School Years: The Accountability Report Cards report on the most prior school year’s performance.
y Rep P P 4 P the school where they tested.

The 2017-18 report cards, issued in Fall 2018, report on the 2017-18 school year as the “current
year.” Throughout the report card, multiple years of data are used. As such, prior year 1 would be
2016-17 and prior year 2 would be 2015-16. Due to data availability — attendance, absenteeism,
graduation and dropout data — are lagging indicators, which means these data are a year behind. As
such, those “current year” rates come from the 2016-17 school year.
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Report Cards Home

Accountability
click here for School and District Report Cards
Accountabllity History

Accountability Resources

What are the School and District Report Cards?
Altemate Accountability Aspart of the state accountability system, the Department of Public Instruction (DPI} produces
report cards for every publicly funded school and district in Wisconsin. These Accountability
Report Cards include data on multiple indicators for multiple years across four Priority Areas
(Student Achievement, Growth, Closing Gaps, and On-rack and Post-secondary Success). In

Blue Ribbon Schools

Contacting OEA

addition, grven ton student success, the tability Report Cards also measure
Growth chronic sbsentesism and dropout rates. A school or district's Overall Accountability Score places
the school/district inta one of five Overall Accountability Ratings:
Report Cards Home I
o I st
Inquiry Process
Hotification
Requirements —— a2 ‘
Readiness Waeets [apectations B |
Requirements
et Faw Lxpactations £
Seore Fluctustions
s |*
Timeline
For more detalled information about the creation and scoring for the report cards, see the
More Options Accountability Rescurces pegs.

Assessment and

NAVIGATION

FINDING THE REPORT CARDS

Users can access public versions of the report cards online anytime. Navigate to
the Report Cards Home where you'll find a quick explanation of the report
cards; links to myriad resources explaining the report cards; and contact
information for accountability experts who can assist with further questions.

Clicking through the green button on the Report Cards Home page takes you to
the state’s report card application. The app page shown below is a database
containing all the school and district report cards published over time. The app
page also contains a data download file for each accountability year.

SELECTING A REPORT CARD

Users should first select a school year (default is the most recent year of
accountability), and then select Public or Private (default is Public). Report
cards for public schools are organized by school district name. For private

schools, they are organized by city.

y PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

Accountability Report Cards

Accauntability Newsletter What resources are available that explain the School Report Card?
In arder to assist with " d bout the School Repart
Ask OEA » Question= Cards, DPI has a number of resources available. Please see the Accountability Resour e,
which is organized by yeor of accountability, for prior resources. Further details on Wisconsin's
Assessment Staff Divectory accountability system is available on the accountability web page.
E‘:ff::::dw Who can | contact with other report card questions?

DP1 s committed to ongoing review of the school and district sccountability system and your
Assessment and input is welcome (cesmail@dpiwl.gov E2). Questions snd comments sbout the sccountability
Accountability Homepage report cards may be sent to reportcar govEL

REPORT CARD TIP
Bookmark either page for quick access.

Report Cards Home:
https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability/report-cards

Report Card Application:
https://apps2.dpi.wi.gov/reportcards/

n
P>|  Office of Educational Accountability Home

School Year PubliciPrivate School

District School (Optional)
AT Schooks] +

Select a School Year, Public o Private, and 2 District/Private School above to view available report cards,

Need to know mere about the report cards?

hitp:/idpi.vi i ical for details on the system
Need resources that explain the report cards?
Please visit our resource page of report card page.

Need downloadable report card data?

The below files include data from every school or district's Report Card:

201617
District Report Card Data Download File  School Report Card Data Download File

201516
District Report Card Data Download File  School Report Card Data Download File

201445

No report cards were produced in 2014-15.
For fdpi wi_

201344

District Report Card Data Download File  School Report Card Data Download File

201213
District Report Card Data Download File  School Report Card Data Download File

20112
School Report Card Data Download File

Report Card Resources

201112 201213 201314 201415 201516 201617 Public Schools  Privale Schools

The report cards are at the core of Wisconsin's accountabilty system. Please visit: htip:f/dpi.wi.goviaccountabiity and

A number of inferpretive and technical resources are available that help explain the report cards to parents, educators and the pubiic.

EDUCATOR NOTE

DPI produces a secure
version of the report card to
facilitate data-informed
improvement planning.
Educators with authorized
access can find the secure
versions in SAFE.

The secure versions of the
report card contain data that
has been redacted in the
public versions available
online. Because secure
report cards contain
unredacted student data,
they may contain personally
identifiable information and
must never be shared with
anyone other than
authorized district staff. This
rule applies to school boards
as they are public officials
and hold public meetings.



https://dpi.wi.gov/accountability/report-cards
https://apps2.dpi.wi.gov/reportcards/
https://dpi.wi.gov/wisedash/districts/safe
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https://apps2.dpi.wi.gov/reportcards/
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TWO VERSIONS
There are two PDF versions available to download from the report card app:

e  Detailed School Report Card Detail(10 pages)
e  Summary School Report Card (1 pager, double-sided) <

The short version is simply the front page of the report card, which provides
a summary of performance. The summary version of the report card is often

considered more digestible for parents and the public. District School (Optional)

Grasham v [All Schools] ¥
The detailed version contains more data on the performance in each T —
priority area as well as a variety of supplemental data showing performance T T o e T e Dawnioad All 2016-17 Flles &
over time, and subgroup performance. The detailed version of the report Apoutsshe
card is intended for an audience that seeks a detailed understanding of the District Report Cards

accountability index; a more fine grain look at a school or district’s
performance; or for educators looking to use accountability data in their
improvement planning.

The Report Card Detail provides supplementary student data that are in
addition to the data used to calculate the accountability score. That is, the
supplementary data are not factored into the report card calculations or
ratings. Supplementary data can inform conversations about specific

aspects of school performance, especially related to subgroup performance High Schools

and analyses of achievement gaps, and are provided to enrich educators’ Gresham Hi Dgfimiaad Files for All Schoal Years &
. . 10 files, 10.5Mb
Improvement plannlng efforts. @ School Repert Card Detaill (1 1Mb. 15 pages)

School Year

ACCOUNTABILITY CYCLES

Accountability Report Cards are released the Fall following the last school
year, and report on the school’s performance in that prior school year. For
example, in November 2018, the report cards released will report on the
2017-18 school year.

AVAILABILITY OF ACCOUNTABILITY DATA

While the accountability cycle is annual, the report cards include data from
multiple years (a standard practice that increases validity and reliability).
Some of the data in the report cards are lagged, such as Graduation Rates,
which means the most recent school year data are not yet available. For
example, in the 2017-18 report cards, the most recent graduation data are
from the 2016-17 school year.

g
|

|

Accountability Report Cards

Office of Educational Accountability Home

201112 201213 201314 201415  2015-16 201617

) District Report Card Detail (1.0Mb. 16 pages)
#) District Report Card (851Kb, 2 pages)

Elementary Schools

Gresham EI Download Files fo

€8 iiiic insrucTion

Report Card Resources

Public/Private School
Public Schools  Privale Schools

Il School Years &
10 files, 10.6Mb
School Repert Card Detaill (1 0Mb, 15 pages)
School Report Card (834KDb, 2 pages)

School Report Card  (833Kb, 2 pages)

REPORT CARD TIP

The report card app features a helpful download tool. Once you
select the district of interest, you can download all the current year
reports for that district, which will download all the schools within
the district as well as the district reports with one click.

Similarly, if you’d like to see all report cards over the years for a
school, you can select that option and all the applicable reports will
download with one click.
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